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This wriuen opinion is the SsLXfirst, elc,J drawn by this International Prdlrahwry Examining Authority. 
This opinion contains indications relating to the following Items: 

I 1^ Basis of the opinion 

II □ Priority 

III Q Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novels inventive step and industrial applicability 

IV Q Lack of unity oflnvention 

V ^ Reasoned sutoment under Rule 66.2 (a)(ll) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial appllcabili^r; 



VI n Certain dpoumwts cited 
/II Q Certain deftefc: In the imematlonal application 
VIIl d Certain observations on the international application 



The applicant is hereby Invited to reply to this opinion. 

When? See the lime Itailt indicated above. The applicant may r t 



by amendments, aocording to Rule 66.3. 
66.8 and 66.9. 



se Rule 66.4 to. 



How? By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where i 

For the ibrm and the language of the amendments, see,l 
Also For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rjile 66.4. 

For the examiner's obligation to consider amendments and/or aipira 
For an informal oommunication vrfth the examiner, see Rule 66,6 
If no reply Is filed, the International preliminary examination report vrtll be established on the basis ofthis opinion. 
The final date by which the international prellrainniy 

" m report must be established aocording to Rule 69.2 is: HMBTChytQS niOS . aoOg) - 
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V, Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(it) wHb regard to novdt]', inventive step or Industrial appUcabllKy; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. STATEMENT 



Novelty (N) Claims 1 5.24.3 1.40.44-45 and 47^ ^YES 

Qnlros >-!t.5.l4.aj.jp.32^p.4M?wn?4g ,.. NO 

Inventive Step (IS) Claims NONE . _YES 

Claims JzSi .NO 

Industrial AppHoBbllHy(IA) Claims JdM YES 

Claims JfflfcJi 



2, CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 

CIbIru M, 5-14, 25-3 0, 32-39, 4 1 -43 and 46 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being uillolpated by AnsarinJa (US6526,3 1 8), 
Ansnrinia diBoloies an apparatus fbr treating a subject, comprising: an stimulation device, adapted to be implanted in o vincinlty of a site 
selected from the list consisting of, a sphenoplalatine ganglion (SPQ) of the sul^ect and a neural traoi oriBinating In or leading to the 
(SPQ) and a eonneoting element, coupled to the stimulation device and adapted to be passed through at least a portion of a greater 
palatine canal of the subject (see Figures 1-23 and entire doeuroeni). 



Claims 15-24, 3 1, 40, 44-45 and 47-67 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Ansarinia (Us4[526,3 1 8) 
in view oFEdwards et al. (US 5,514,131). Ansarinio discloses the invention substantiallj' as claimed except for the step of bringing the 
device into contact comprises: applying stimulation with the device, observing one or more physiological responses of the subject to the 
stimulation, and veriiying desired placement of the device responsive to die observation and the steps as claimed by the applicant in 
claims 49-64. Kovfever, Ansarinia as modified by Edwards discloses all the limitations as oldnied by the applicant. 

Claims 1-64 the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4), and thus have indusirial applicability because the subject matter claimed can be 
made or used in indnsliy. 



NEW CITATIONS 
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PCT/IL03/00966 



I, jBasis of the opinion 



1, With regard to the elements of (he inlematlonal application: 
13 the International appHoation as orisinaliy fUeiJ 
IXI the description; 

pages irll , as origlnoliy filed 

^ filed with the demand 

.filed with the letter of 



] the claims! 

J Bs originally filed 

'_, as amended (toeelher with any statement) under Article 19 

_, filed with the demand 

!s NONE , filed with the letter of. 




s originally filed 

filed with the demand 

pages NONE , filed with the letter of • 

n the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages NONE i as originally filed 

pages I^NB , filed with the demand 

pages I'lONB , filed with the letter of , • 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in 
language In which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 
These elements were ftvdlable or flimlshed to this Authority fn the following language — . 



the language of e translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule23. 1(b)). 
the language of publication of the International application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

the language of the translation funilshed for the purposes of interaational preliminary examinatiDn(under Rules 
55.2 and/or 5S.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide ishd/ar amino acid sequence disclosed in the intemational Bp{)lioBtlon, the written 
opinion was drawn on (he basis of the sequence listing: 

contained in the international application in printed form, 
filed together with the international application in computer readable Ibrm. 
fUmlshcd subsequently to this Authority in written tonii. 
fbmished subsequently fo (his Authority in computer readable form. 

The statement that the subsequently fiimished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
intematronal application as filed has been fiimished. 
□ The statement that the information reoonled In computer readable form is Identicol to the written sequence listing 

has been fomished, 
13 The omendments have resulted In the cancellation oft 

13 the description, pages NONE 

the claims, Nos. NONE_ 



the drawings, shee^fSglMM^ 



5. Q Tills opinion has been drawn as if (soms oO (he Braendmcnts had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, ta indicated In the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(o)). 
Keplgement sheets whioh /me bienfimlshed lo OK receiving Office In response la an Invitation under Article 14 are referred to in 
thlsoj^nitmas "original^ filed." 



'onnPCT/lPBA/408 (Box 1) (July 1998) 



WRITTEN OPINION 



[nternational application No, 
PCT/ILO3/O0966 



Supplemental Box „ , . 

Jo ta used when ihe space in any of lf>e preceding boxes Is nol suffioient) 



Tl^iietoift set for response to c Written Opinion may not be extended. 37 CfR 1.184(d). Any response received after the expiration 
of the time limit sol in the Written Opinion will not be considered ui preparine the Interoational Preliminary Examination Report. 



Form PCT/IPEA/408 {Supplemental Box) (July 1998) 



